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OPINION
Letters to the Editor

Joe Heller

The Alameda Sun is independently owned and operated. The newspaper is supported by its 
advertisers and subscribers. The Sun focuses on just the news that affects the residents of the city 
of Alameda, from the West End to the East End, from Bay Farm to Alameda Point.

Our Letters Policy
Opinions in Letters to the 
Editor are the express 
views of the writers and do 
not necessarily reflect the 
opinions of the Alameda 
Sun, its advertisers or staff.
Letters to the Editor are wel-
come from the community. 
Letters must include a name 
and phone number for veri-
fication purposes. Unsigned 
letters will not be printed.
Letters are subject to edit-
ing for length, clarification 
and legal considerations. 
Please try to limit letters 
to 250 words.
Mail your letters to Editor, 
Alameda Sun, 3215 J 
Encinal Ave., Alameda, CA 
94501, or e-mail them to 
editor@alamedasun.com.
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Praise for Sun’s  
amazing cartoonist
Editor:

Thank you for featuring the 
work of my favorite cartoonist, 
Joe Heller. 

I really liked the cartoon in the 
Sept. 7 Alameda Sun that featured 
Noah on the ark with pairs of ani-
mals. Up the ramp comes a human 
pair. On the back of one person’s 
vest are the words, “The Left” 
on the back of the other, “The 
Right.” Together they are hauling 
a life boat titled “Unified Flood  
Rescue.”

Keep giving us “hell” Joe.
— Patsy Paul

Changing colors
The Alameda Sun received a 

copy of this letter addressed to 
the neighbors of the Encinal Av-
enue Kentucky Fried Chicken as 
well as a reply from one of those 
neighbors. 

Dear neighbors: 
Thank you for your concerns 

about the recent change to the 
paint colors at Kentucky Fried 
Chicken on Encinal Avenue and 
how it has impacted your neigh-
borhood. There’s good news!  

The building will be repaint-
ed using the color palette that 
highlights architectural features 
consistent with the original 
Planning Board approval.  

The franchise owner has 
been very responsive to neigh-
borhood concerns and worked 
with the corporate offices to 
make this change. The new 
paint job will take place in the 
coming weeks. Many thanks to 
the neighbors and the franchise 
owner.

— Allen Tai
Planning Services Manager

City of Alameda

Dear Mr. Tai:
I appreciate the work that 

the city and your department 
invested in insisting that Ken-
tucky Fried Chicken apply more 
creativity to the appearance of 
its Alameda store. Although I 
would rather see the building re-
turned to its originally approved 
colors, light fixtures and other 
details, the new plan is a vast 
improvement over the current 
glaring red-and-white scheme.  

I look forward to seeing the 
painters return soon. Thank you 
for your attention and your per-
sistence.

— Betsy Mathieson

AEF tips its hat to  
generous community
Editor:

Since 2012, the Alameda Edu-
cation Foundation (AEF) has 
managed the Equipped4Success 
school supply drive. Equipped-
4Success provides new backpacks 
filled with quality, grade-level ap-
propriate school supplies to kin-
dergarten through 12th-graders in 
our community. This year we sup-
ported more than 900 youth. Since 
2012, we have supported close to 
7,000 students!

Thank you to the many com-
munity organizations, businesses 
and individuals who supported 
this drive. Grants were received 
from the Alameda Community 
Foundation, Alameda Welfare 
Council, Kiwanis Club of Alameda, 
Rotary Club of Alameda  and Win-
dermere Foundation. South Shore 
Shopping Center supported its 
drive through beverage sales at 
their Summer Beats concerts and 
by providing space for sorting and 
packing the backpacks. 

Thank you to Alameda Island 
Brewing Company for the beer 
that was so popular at these con-
certs! Thank you to JanSport and 
the Family Giving Tree for donat-
ing backpacks. Bank of Marin 
sponsored the drive with its an-
nual “Shred Day” and made a gen-
erous donation.

AEC Living purchased back-
packs and supplies for 100 kinder-
garten and first-grade students. 
Residents at Elders Inn and The 
Lodge enjoyed preparing them 
for the younger generation. The 
Alameda Chapter of the Bay East 
Association of Realtors shopped, 
collected and donated to support 
dozens of students.

Community members 
throughout Alameda supported 
the drive through generous do-
nations of funds and supplies. 
Thank you to the Alameda fire-
fighters for hosting collection 
bins for supply donations. The 
Alameda Peeps Facebook group 
rallied to support the cause. 
Many thanks to community faith 
and social service organizations 
that provided volunteers, raised 
funds and donated items.

Equipped4Success works 
with community partners to 
identify students in need and 
distributes the backpacks. Our 
community partners included 
the Alameda Unified School Dis-
trict McKinney-Vento program 
for homeless families, Alam-
eda Point Collaborative, Alam-

eda Boys & Girls Club, Woodstock 
Child Development Center, Dream-
Catchers Youth Services, Girls Inc. 
of the Island City and Operation 
Dignity. 

It says a lot about a community 
that takes care of its most vulner-
able citizens. Thank you to every-
one who helped make this year’s 
Equipped4Success school supply 
drive a success! 

— Vicki Sedlack
Executive Director

Alameda Education Foundation

The stigma of esports,  
a virtual revolution
Editor:

The video game “Defense of 
the Ancients 2”, better known as 
DOTA 2, has evolved so much since 
its conception as a custom game. 
Developed by leading game com-
pany Blizzard, it is now arguably the 
most popular multiplayer online 
battle arena (MOBA) game. I would 
like to highlight the stigma involved 
with esports. 

Although the gaming industry 
has flourished over the last few 
years, a large majority of the public 
still holding on to the stereotype 
that gaming cannot be considered 
a legitimate profession. In actual-
ity, many factors of the esports 
industry are indeed comparable to 
major athletic associations like the 
NBA and NFL. Esports does revolve 
around a sedentary lifestyle, but 
is the premise for comparison 
between the two industries really 
so ludicrous?

Even as an avid gamer myself, 
there was a time when I was skep-
tical about the legitimacy of this 
sport. Until last month when I 
took a trip to Seattle to attend The 
International 7 (a DOTA 2 tourna-
ment and arguably one of the big-
gest esports events in the world) 
and I was absolutely blown away by 
the sheer turnout. The prize pool 
was a staggering $24.7 million, with 
the winning team claiming $11 mil-
lion. What’s even more astounding 
is that a mere five years ago, the 
very same tournament had a total 
prize pool of only $1.6 million. This 
shows the rapid expansion of the 
professional gaming scene over a 
short period of time.

I feel as though the support 
for our local team playing out of 
Alameda, Evil Geniuses, was under-
whelming compared to the large 
horde of fans that supported teams 
from China and Europe. Perhaps 
the stigma of esports being a pro-
fession is less pronounced outside 
North America. 

Many video games require acute 
senses and reaction speeds, as the 
smallest mistakes could compound 
into larger ones, ultimately result-
ing in defeat. Leading up to a com-
petition, teams may practice some 
12 hours a day, with their captains 
and manager carefully monitoring 
their progress.

To the general public, the idea 
that professional video gamers and 
athletes have things in common 
might be laughable. Only those 
involved with the scene understand 
the unique talent, skill and determi-
nation of the players mirrors that of 
“real” athletes.

— Dwayne Yap

City boldly stands up
Editor:

Who could be so deplorable as 
to not applaud such action as the 
Alameda Sun recently reported? 
(“City Stands Up to U.S. President,” 
Sept. 7) Like many bold cities 
across the country, Alameda right-
fully seized the moral high ground, 
declaring itself a sanctuary city, and 
not for just for least terns, snipes or 
the Eurasian curlew.

However, the Sun article opens 
by stating that as early as Dec. 
20, 2016, during the Christmas-
Chanukah-Kwanza rush no less, the 
City Council anticipated Donald 
Trump taking office. That’s foresight.

In response to the outcome of 
the Democratic Process, the “… 
Council directed staff to analyze 
the potential and realistic finan-
cial impacts of declaring Alameda a 
sanctuary city.” As the Sun reports, 
such a declaration could put a 
Justice Assistance Grant (JAG) at 
risk of non-payment; this year’s 
“JAG funding was estimated (to) 
have been $11,537.”

In short, Uncle Sam could get 
miffed at our non-compliance and 

Marilyn Ezzy Ashcraft
Last November, California vot-

ers passed Proposition 64, which 
allows anyone 21 or older to buy 
recreational marijuana (cannabis) 
from licensed California sellers be-
ginning Jan. 1, 2018. State lawmak-
ers continue enacting legislation 
to regulate this multibillion dollar 
industry.

What does Proposition 64 mean 
for Alameda? Recently much lo-
cal discussion has centered on 
the widely recognized medicinal 
benefits of cannabis for cancer pa-
tients, cancer survivors and peo-
ple with debilitating pain or other 
conditions. But medical marijuana 
has been legal in California since 
1996 and Alameda residents with 
a medical marijuana identification 
card can purchase cannabis from 
dispensaries in Oakland, or have it 
delivered to their homes. And Al-
ameda is not losing sales tax dollars 
to Oakland because under Proposi-
tion 64 purchasers of medical mari-
juana don’t pay sales tax.

To better understand the com-
plex issues Proposition 64 presents 
for our community, I recently at-
tended an all-day seminar for local 
government officials covering all 
aspects of commercial cannabis 
activity. A recurring theme, from 
speakers and officials in jurisdic-
tions with cannabis businesses 
was, “Go slow. Start small.”

Alameda is considering five dif-

ferent types of commercial cannabis 
activity; each has pros and cons.

n Cultivation. Cannabis can be 
grown indoor or outdoor, but out-
door cultivation involves high risk of 
theft, access to minors and animals, 
and high water consumption; indoor 
cultivation requires large amounts 
of electricity for grow lights.

n Manufacturing. Besides smok-
ing, people can receive the benefits 
from cannabis by using manufac-
tured products such as edibles, 
drinks and topical creams. Manufac-
turing issues include security, odor 
control, and disposal.

n Testing lab. New law requires 
testing for harmful substances like 
pesticides. Labs are prohibited 
from conducting any other com-
mercial cannabis activities so they 
do not generate sales tax, but they 
do provide well-paid jobs.

n Distribution. After a cannabis 
product is manufactured and tested 
it is distributed; distributor is re-
sponsible for collecting taxes that 
go back to the City.

n Retail dispensaries and de-
livery. Dispensaries will be allowed 
to sell medical cannabis only, or 
medical and recreational cannabis. 
Dispensaries can include delivery 
service, even without store-front 
sales. Onsite consumption could 
be also allowed but raises concerns 
over impaired driving and appro-
priate location.

Which, if any, of these activities 

Cannabis Conundrum
Challenges Community

would be appropriate for Alam-
eda? Important considerations 
include:

n Community benefits. Sales 
tax revenue, potential to create 
good-paying jobs, convenience 
to residents.

n Public health. In Colorado 
marijuana-related children’s hos-
pital visits almost doubled two 
years after legalization, mostly 
from ingesting edibles. Califor-
nia law specifies that cannabis 
products are not supposed to be 
attractive to kids, but there is no 
requirement for child-resistant 
packaging.

n Legal. Marijuana is still il-
legal under federal law; current 
Attorney General says he intends 
to pursue violators. Navy still has 
not conveyed some areas of Alam-
eda Point to city. Would cannabis 
activity at Alameda Point jeopar-
dize remaining conveyance?

n Public safety. A single plant 
can produce more than $10,000 
worth (wholesale) of useable can-
nabis, but most banks are insured 
by FDIC and cannot accept can-
nabis revenue. These cash busi-
nesses require armed guards and 
sophisticated security systems.

n Accidents resulting from im-
paired driving.

n Land use. State law pro-
vides a 600-foot buffer zone from 
schools and day care centers 
but cities can require more. City 
Council has expressed interest in 
a 1,000-foot buffer that could also 
include parks.

n Environmental. High water 
and electricity consumption.

City Council, with input from 
residents and staff, must deter-
mine what cannabis activity is 
best for Alameda. I favor advice 
from other cities to “Go slow. Start 
small.” And I want more commu-
nity input — from school person-
nel, law enforcement, community 
organizations, religious leaders, 
business representatives and you. 
The city will hold another can-
nabis meeting Saturday, Oct. 21 
from 9 a.m. to 1 p.m. in the Council 
Chambers. Please attend and let us 
know what you think. 

Marilyn Ezzy Ashcraft sits on 
the Alameda City Council. 

Commentary

stiff Alameda. In decision-making 
processes, there is a “go” and a 
“no-go” point; a “deal maker” and a 
“deal breaker.”

“Analyzing the potential and 
realistic financial impacts of declar-
ing Alameda a sanctuary city” 
before declaring Alameda a sanc-
tuary city, would lead a superan-
nuated cynic to believe that there 
existed “potential and realistic 
financial impacts” that could have 
made such a sanctuary decision a 
“no go” or could have been a “deal 
breaker.”

Was this a financial decision or 
a moral decision? Would Alameda 
ever have caved to fiscal concerns? 
Without the federal government 
raising its debt ceiling, could the 
U.S. Department of Justice have 
offered Alameda enough money to 
remain demure on the sanctuary 
issue? If not, why the “analyzing” 
before the declaration?

Could federal largesse ever per-
suade the City Council to abandon 
moral high ground? If the amount 
had been $32,139 as it was in 2007, 
would the Council have dithered 
for even a nanosecond? A picosec-
ond? As Diogenes might have asked, 
“Does every city have its price?”

— Jeffrey R Smith

Open letter to hospital 
The Alameda Sun received a 

copy of this letter of appreciation 
addressed to key staff members at 
Alameda Hospital.

Gentlemen:
Recently my husband was taken  

to Alameda Hospital’s emergency 
room (ER) after collapsing and 
experiencing what we thought was 
severe food poisoning. We want to 
acknowledge and thank the staff 

from the moment he arrived to the 
time he left, three days later.  

The attentiveness, thorough-
ness and communication with both 
of us was top notch. While we don’t 
know all who attended to him, and 
we thank you all, Kayla and Dr. 
Johnson in the ER deserve special 
thanks, as well as the hospitalist, 
Dr. Menon, and nurse, Michael.

Having Richard so close by 
made it easy for me to visit twice 
a day and the value of the special 
fee we pay each year to support 
the hospital more than repaid itself.   

Our warm thanks again to all.  
Keep up the good work: kindness, 
simple gestures and clear commu-
nication make all the difference in 
the world when sitting in the ER 
extremely worried.

— Audrey Lord-Hausman  
& Richard Hausman

Culture deserves attention
Editor: 

I am a music teacher at a local 
school and the parent of two students 
at Alameda Community Learning 
Center (ACLC). My family and I were 
invited by one of Alameda’s new 
poets laureate to attend and assist 
with the inauguration ceremony 
by the mayor and members of the 
Alameda City Council. 

I was very honored to be 
involved, and I felt that it was a won-
derful opportunity for my children 
and other students from ACLC who 
volunteered to help. The notion that 
arts are acknowledged as an inte-
gral part of the culture of Alameda 
reminded me of the unique qualities 
that make Alameda a great place to 
raise children. Although the Council 
canceled the ceremony on the eve-
ning of the event due to delays caused  
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